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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

MONDAY, JUNE 18, 2012 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S179176 C060710/C060773 Third Appellate District GOMEZ (ALFREDO) v. S.C.  

     (FELKER) 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment affirmed in full 

 The decision of the Court of Appeal is affirmed. 

 Majority Opinion by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J. 

      -- joined by Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ. 

 

 

 S181963 C056510 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. BROWN III  

   (JAMES LEE) 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment reversed 

 The Court of Appeal’s judgment is reversed and the case remanded to that court for further 

proceedings in accordance with this opinion. 

 Majority Opinion by Werdegar, J. 

      -- joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ. 

 

 

 S203327 F065089 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. S.C. (VALLE) 

 Stay order filed 

 To permit consideration of the petition for review filed herein, all further proceedings in People v. 

Arguello, et al., Stanislaus County Superior Court No. 1407606, are hereby stayed pending further 

order of this court. 

 

 

 S076999   PEOPLE v. SOUZA  

   (MATTHEW ARIC) 

 Time extended to consider modification or rehearing 

 The time for granting or denying rehearing in the above-entitled case is hereby extended to 

August 29, 2012, or the date upon which rehearing is either granted or denied, whichever occurs 

first. 

 

 

 S040704   PEOPLE v. JOHNSEN (BRIAN  

   DAVID) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Neoma Kenwood’s representation that she 
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anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by January 31, 2013, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 14, 2012.  After that date, only 

three further extensions totaling about 165 additional days will be granted. 

 

 

 S097414   PEOPLE v. KOPATZ (KIM  

   RAYMOND) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Andrew Mestman’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by August 17, 2012, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 17, 2012.  After 

that date, no further extension is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S102166   PEOPLE v. SIMON  

   (RICHARD NATHAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file appellant’s reply 

brief is granted to July 16, 2012.  After that date, no further extension will be granted. 

 

 

 S155160   PEOPLE v. RAMIREZ  

   (IRVING ALEXANDER) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to August 17, 2012. 

 

 

 S162506   PEOPLE v. CHAVEZ (JUAN  

   JOSE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to August 14, 2012. 

 

 

 S201578 G044400 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. WENSINGER  

   (DALE FRANKLIN) 

 Order filed 

 The order filed on June 13, 2012, is hereby amended to read in its entirety:   

 The petitions for review are denied. 

 The request for an order directing depublication of the opinion is denied. 
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 Baxter, Chin, and Corrigan, JJ., are of the opinion respondent’s petition for review should be 

granted. 

 

 

 S203093   OTT (GREGORY) v.  

   DEPARTMENT OF  

   CORRECTIONS &  

   REHABILITATION  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 


